Neutralisin  or  Collective  Security — Which? 

President  Eisenhower’s  State  of  the  Union  message  stressed 
the  need  to  help  the  underdeveloped  countries  whose  poverty  and 
stagnation  provided  a  drab  background  for  his  epochal  journey  to 
Asia  and  Africa.  But  this  responsibility  may  be  shared.  The 
Administration  is  calling  on  prospering  European  nations  whom  we 
have  helped  in  the  past  to  join  and  lend  a  hand. 

New  questions  are  being  raised  on  Capitol  Hill.  Should  we 
proffer  aid  without  conditions? 

Within  recent  years,  a  shibboleth  has  gained  credence.  It  has 
been  argued  that  it  is  a  mistake  to  put  strings  on  our  aid  because 
new  nations  are  suspicious,  sensitive  and  easily  offended.  They  want 
to  be  neutral.  They  will  reject  our  good  offerings  if  they  suspect 
these  impinge  on  their  independence  and  sovereignty  and  convert 
them  into  satellites. 

This  natural  aspiration  of  new  governments  to  be  free  in  the 
full  sense  of  the  word  must  be  recognized.  But  freedom  is  never 
to  be  confused  with  license.  While  the  Free  World  must  respect 
the  wishes  of  these  new  countries  to  cast  their  votes  in  the  United 
Nations  as  their  own  conscience  and  judgment  dictate,  this  does 
not  mean  we  must  shut  our  eyes  to  neutralist  and  negative  policies 
which  are  devoid  of  any  sense  of  responsibility  to  the  international 
community. 

The  concept  of  neutralism  has  no  si>ecial  virtue  to  recommend 
it.  It  is  accepted  all  too  easily  by  inexperienced  nations  which  fail 
to  grasp  the  full  implications  of  collective  security  as  the  very  con¬ 
dition  of  their  survival  (But  let  their  own  borders  be  menaced 
and  they  are  the  first  to  deplore  neutralism  in  others.)  One  must 
draw  a  Une  between  the  policy  of  “non-identification”  which  attempts 
to  appraise  international  problems  on  their  merits  without  a  bloc 
pre^ommitment,  and  the  “neutralism”  which  measures  issues  by 
the  egocentric  criterion  of  self-interest  and  ignores  duly  to  inter¬ 
national  law  and  to  world  cooperation  and  peace. 

These  questions  are  ask^  on  Capitol  Hill  because  the  Admin¬ 
istration  and  C]!ongress  have  been  receiving  many  protests  as  a 
result  of  the  $56.5  million  loan  to  the  UAR  to  improve  the  Suez 
Canal  despite  the  misuse  of  that  international  waterway  as  an 
instriunent  of  blockade  and  aggression.  It  has  been  argued  that  the 
World  Bank  is  an  economic  instrument  and  could  not  reject  the 
loan  on  political  grounds — ^that  political  action  is  for  governments, 
not  banking  institutions.  Such  an  argument  has  naturally  directed 
attention  to  our  own  government,  which  is  offering  large  assistance 
to  the  UAR  for  other  projects  without  questioning  its  illegal  policies. 

More  and  more  Congressmen  are  coming  to  believe  that  they 
must  now  write  conditions  into  the  Mutual  Security  Program,  if  it 
is  to  preserve  the  concepts  of  mutuality  and  security. 

They  ask; 

H  Should  we  insist  on  freedom  of  the  seas  and  respect  for  the 
prestige  and  authority  of  the  United  Nations? 

^  Should  we  unconditionally  grant  aid  to  nations  which : 

Carry  on  boycotts  and  blockades  against  neighbors? 

Acquire  amu  from  the  Soriet  Union? 

Defy  UN  Secnrity  Conncil  decisions? 

Proclaim  themselTes  in  a  *^tate  of  war”  in  contrarention  of  the 

UN  Charter? 

It  may  be  old-fashioned  to  suggest  that  moral  considerations 
should  motivate  our  foreign  policy.  But,  the  first  half  of  this 
century  has  taught  us  that  material  and  security  interests  are 
jeopardized — and  millions  of  lives  are  inevitably  squandered — ^when 
nations  affect  neutralist  isolationism  and  turn  toeir  backs  on  collec¬ 
tive  security. 
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Annthmr  Try.  UN  Secretary  General 
Dag  Hammarskjcdd  will  go  to  Cairo 
on  Jan.  21  to  renew  his  appeal  to 
President  Nasser  to  lift  the  Su^  Canal 
blockade  against  Israel  shipping.  Since 
the  UAR  halted  the  Greek-ow^  ship 
AstypaUa  carrying  freight  from  Israel 
to  Africa,  F.O.B.,  repudiating  last 
July’s  Hammarskjold-Nasser  arrange¬ 
ment,  the  UN  has  fruitlessly  contacted 
the  Cairo  government 

Newspaper  dispatches  said  that  Dr. 
Ralph  Bundle,  UN  Undersecretary  for 
Sternal  Politictd  Affairs,  made  no  head¬ 
way  on  a  similar  mission  in  Cairo  on 
Jan.  10. 

Prestige  of  the  United  Nations  is  at 
stake  in  Hammarskjold’s  visit  and  the 
U.S.  Department  of  State  hopes  that 
he  will  break  the  deadlock. 

A  New  Pyramid.  Construction  of  the 
Aswan  High  Dam  to  conserve  Nile 
waters  was  begim  Jan.  9.  Flanked  by 
Soviet  engineers  and  guests  of  honor, 
who  included  King  Mdiamed  V  of 
Morocco,  Nasser  pressed  the  button 
setting  a  dynamite  blast  He  spoke 
appredatively  the  $93  million  So¬ 
viet  loan  financing  the  project .  .  .“aid 
without  conditions  and  strings.”  But 
hoping  for  Western  funds  for  the  dam’s 
succeeding  stages,  Nasser  said:  ”We 
celebrate  .  .  .  without  hatred  of  those 
\dio  fou^t  us  .  .  .” 

In  1956,  the  United  States,  Great 
Britain  and  the  World  Bank  annuUed 
grants  and  loans  to  Egypt  for  the  dam 
because  Nasser  had  mortgaged  his  cot¬ 
ton  income  to  expand  &viet  arms 
purchases. 

Nasser  later  accepted  Soviet  money. 
Moscow  now  takes  credit  for  t^ 
World  Bank  loan  for  the  Suez  which 
Moscow  Radio  call«l  “a  great  victory 
for  the  Arabs.  In  1956,  the  Inter¬ 
national  Bank’s  refusal  to  grant  a  loan 
for  construction  of  the  High  Dam  was 
aimed  at  compelling  Egypt  to  submit 
to  the  orders  of  the  West 
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A  rash  of  swastikas  has  defaced  in¬ 
stitutions  throughout  the  world.  Soci¬ 
ologists  may  debate  the  meaning  of 
this  ominous  phenomenon — whether 
it  reflects  the  existence  of  a  worldwide 
conspiracy  to  renew  the  Nazi  war 
against  the  Jewish  people,  or  Aether 
it  is  largely  a  chain  reaction  of  psy¬ 
chopathic  hooligans.  But  memory  for¬ 
bids  complacency. 

No  one  in  the  ’30s  ever  dreamed 
that  the  frenetic  anti-Semitism  of 
Adolph  Hitler  would  culminate  in  the 
destruction  of  six  million  Jews.  Some 
dismissed  the  Austrian  house  painter 
as  an  ugly  eccentric  who  would  soon 
pass  from  the  scene.  Others,  like  the 
Cliveden  set,  thought  to  use  him  to  re¬ 
pel  communism.  Today  most  thought¬ 
ful  men  believe  that  no  sign  of  anti- 
Semitism  can  be  ignored. 

Counterpoint.  But  in  two  capitals — 
Cairo  and  Moscow — official  (pinion 
runs  counter  to  the  majority  view, 
and  this  is  not  surprising,  since  the 
propaganda  apparatus  operated  by  the 
United  Arab  Republic  and  the  USSR 
have  both  been  guilty  of  fomenting 
and  inciting  anti-Semitism  in  Asia, 
Africa  and  Eastern  Europe. 

On  Jan.  4,  Cairo  newspaper  Al- 
Ahram  came  up  with  a  preposterous 
statement  The  wave  of  anti-Semitism 
is  a  trick  conjured  up  by  Israel,  it 
claimed.  The  publication  says: 

“Now  that  Israel  has  been  dealt 
successive  defeats  and  its  reputa¬ 
tion  is  at  a  very  low  ebb,  it  is  not 
improbable  that  the  Israeli  deceit 
resorts  to  that  fraat  ruse  the 
ruse  of  giving  the  people  the  ilia- 
si<Hi  that  a  wave  of  hatred  against 
the  Jews  is  sweeping  the  various 
parts  of  the  world.  By  such  a  trick, 
Israel  may  regain  the  support  of 
certain  governments  and  organiza¬ 
tions  which  supported  it  and  this 
may  result  in  a  greater  flow  of 
funds  to  it. 

“Everybody  knows  Israel  has 
suffer^  mortal  blows,  especially 
of  late.  In  addition,  intematiomd 
society  has  become  increasingly 
convinced  of  the  truth  about  Is¬ 
rael  in  the  Middle  East  The 
most  grave  defeats  that  made  it 
lose  its  senses  were:  defeat  of  its 
opposition  and  its  campaign  of 
pressure  against  the  World  Bank 
agreement  with  the  UAR  for  im¬ 
proving  the  Suez  Canal,  and  UAR 
persistence  in  preventing  Israeli 
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ships  and  goods  from  passing 
through  the  canal  .  .  .  Perhaps 
these  defeats,  in  addition  to  which 
is  the  prevention  of  the  two  ships, 
the  Danish  Inge  Toft  and  the 
Greek  Astypalea  from  passing 
through  the  canal  with  IsraeU 
goods,  made  Israel  lose  what 
sense  remained. 

“Consequently,  Israel  may  have 
resorted  to  a  new  method,  par¬ 
ticipation  in  kindling  hos^ty 
against  the  Jews.  The  extent  of 
Israel’s  participation  in  the  fab¬ 
rication  or  encouragement  of  this 
will  become  apparent.  There 
are  many  prec^ents  for  this. 
Israel  always  works  to  draw  at¬ 
tention  to  itself  before  every 
American  presidential  election  in 
order  to  bargain  with  the  votes 
of  the  New  York  Jews.  It  is  also 
possible  that  it  has  felt  the  extent 
of  the  German  people’s  discon¬ 
tent  as  a  result  of  the  funds  paid 
by  West  Germany  in  compensa¬ 
tion  for  the  damage  sustained  by 
the  Jews  at  Nazi  lumds.” 

This  reaction  is  not  strange.  Cairo 
itself  has  been  a  source  of  anti-Semitic 
infection.  Arabs  indignantly  reject 
the  charge  that  they  are  anti-Semitic. 
They  draw  distinctions  between  Israel 
and  Zionism  on  the  one  hand,  and 
Jews  on  the  other,  and  they  protest 
that  it  is  impossible  for  them  to  be 
anti-Semitic,  since  they  are  themselves 
Semites. 

Hussuini  Manifuste.  History  disagrees. 
The  ex-Mufti  of  Jerusalem,  Haj  Amin 
el-Husseini,  chairman  of  the  Arab 
Higher  Committee,  went  to  Berlin  dur¬ 
ing  the  war  and  joined  with  Hitler  as 
his  advisor  on  anti-Jewish  barbarism. 
And  the  Mufti  is  still  active.  On  Jan. 
1 1,  Baghdad  Radio  carried  the  text  of  a 
4,500  word  manifesto  which  he  cir¬ 
culated  to  all  the  Arab  states  calling 
for  the  revival  of  an  Arab  Palestine. 
This  manifesto  contains  these  provoca¬ 
tive  declarations: 

“From  the  viewpoint  of  reality, 
thia  struggle  is  one  of  life  or  death 
between  two  conflicting  nationali¬ 
ties,  ideologies,  and  races.  The 
struggle  will  end  only  when  one 
of  the  two  combatant  parties  is 
eliminated.  The  Middle  Elast  area 
has  room  for  but  one  nationality — 
either  Arab  or  Jewish  . .  . 

“Anyone  who  is  aware  of  the 
fanaticism,  rancor,  and  the  bad 
intentions  which  flil  the  hearts  of 
the  Jews  and  their  snpporters,  can 
easily  discern  this  fact . . .  This  re¬ 
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quires  the  adoption  of  a  Arm  atti¬ 
tude  toward  the  states  which  help 
and  assist  the  Jews,  the  tightening 
of  the  Arab  blockade  imposed  on 
the  Jewish  state,  the  combatting  of 
its  efforts  to  expand  economically 
and  commercially  in  Asia  and 
Africa,  the  uniflcation  of  the  mili¬ 
tary  command,  the  reinforcement 
of  the  Arab  armies,  the  training  of 
Arab  youths,  as  the  Jews  train 
their  youths,  the  postponement  of 
all  luxurious  projects,  and  the  con¬ 
finement  of  financial  expmiditnre 
to  military  preparations  and  af¬ 
fairs." 

And  the  Mufti  concluded  by  calling 
for  training,  arms,  money.  He  said: 
“A  Palestinian  army  must  be  formed, 
trained,  and  armed  in  order  to  be  the 
vanguard  of  the  Arab  forces  which  will 
march  to  retrieve  Palestine.” 

Cairo,  which  has  recently  become  a 
protege  of  the  United  States  aid  pro* 
gram,  has  frequently  exposed  its  anti- 
Semitic  bent 

On  May  4,  1959,  Cairo  upbraided 
the  Sultan  of  Muscat  for  signing  a 
treaty  of  friendship  with  the  United 
States  which  prohibited  discrimination 
against  American  citizens  and  for 
opening  up  his  country  “for  the  Jews 
to  set  up  businesses  and  suck  the  blood 
of  the  pe<^le.” 

In  language  like  the  Mufti’s,  the 
Deputy  Foreign  Minister,  Farid  Zein- 
eddine,  declared  last  Sept  1,  that  “the 
Arabs  must  choose  between  crushing 
Israel  or  being  crushed  by  them,  and 
we  have  chosen  to  crush  Israel.” 

And  on  Dec.  16,  five  days  before 
the  World  Bank  granted  the  Suez  loan, 
Al-Gomhouria  declared: 

“Israel  does  not  have  any  right 
to  exist . . .  There  is  nothing  at  all 
which  can  be  called  ‘Israeli  terri¬ 
tory.’  .  .  .  Like  any  other  false 
thing,  Israel  is  doomed  to  perish.” 

No  one  knows  how  much  of  Cairo’s 
anti-Semitic  propaganda  reaches 
aroimd  the  world.  In  December  i 
dispatch  from  Bonn  reported  the  al¬ 
leged  activities  of  a  ri^t-wing  street 
brawler  accused  of  recruiting  veterans 
of  Hitler’s  Waffen-SS  for  an  “Arabian 
Legion  against  Israel”  to  serve  Nasser. 
Many  ex-Nazis  are  now  in  Cairo  ad¬ 
vising  the  Government,  and  on  Jan.  6, 
the  Danish  newspaper  Berlingske  Tir 
dende  reported  in  C^nhagen  that  the 
anti-Semitic  campaign  from  Cairo  is 
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directed  by  Johannes  van  Leers,  an  ex- 
Nazi  on  Nasser’s  staff. 

And  thn  USSR.  Moscow’s  main  reac¬ 
tion  to  the  swastikas  is  to  exploit  the 
incidents  in  order  to  denounce  West 
Germany;  and  while  Cairo  belabors 
the  Zionists  for  inventing  the  anti- 
Semitic  outbursts,  Moscow  Radio,  on 
Jan.  6,  charged  that  the  Zionists  were 
“trying  to  belittle  the  meaning  of  these 
fascist  outbreaks  and  whitewash  Ade¬ 
nauer.” 

Moscow’s  own  prejudice  becomes 
apparent  as  it  says:  “Zionists,  like  all 
reactionary  circles,  place  their  hopes  in 
Adenauer  as  Cold  War  Man  No.  1,  and 
the  worst  enemy  of  democracy.  More¬ 
over,  we  should  not  forget  that  Zion¬ 
ism  in  fact  is  very  close  in  spirit  to 
racism.” 

• 

Members  of  the  Senate  and  House 
have  taken  the  floor  since  Congress 
convened  to  denounce  the  recrudes¬ 
cence  of  anti-Semitism.  Senators  Ja¬ 
cob  K.  Javits  (R-N.Y.),  Thomas  H. 
Kuchel  (R-Cal.),  Hugh  Scott  (R-Pa.), 
and  Representatives  Alvin  M.  Bentley 
(R-Mich.),  Dante  B.  Fascell  (D-Fla.), 
Edward  A.  Garmatz  (D-Md.),  John  V. 
Lindsay  (R-N.Y.),  Harris  B.  McDow¬ 
ell,  Jr.  (D-Del.)  and  Gordon  H. 
Scherer  (R-Ohio)  have  all  attacked 
the  new  wave  of  anti-Semitism. 

It  was  Cairo  which  connected  the 
swastika  with  the  Suez  loan,  but  it 
remained  for  Senator  Wayne  Morse 
(D-Oreg.)  to  link  the  swastika  and 
the  Suez  with  quite  another  emphasis. 

On  Jan.  7,  &nator  Morse  told  the 
Senate  that  he  had  opposed  the  Eisen¬ 
hower  Doctrine  because  he  could  not 
get  the  Senate  to  adopt  an  amend¬ 
ment  which  would  have  required  the 
governments  aided  under  that  Doc¬ 
trine  to  desist  from  their  threats  to 
wipe  Israel  off  the  face  of  the  map. 
Said  Senator  Morse: 

“There  haa  been  no  change  in 
the  anti-Semitic  attitude  on  the 
part  of  those  governments.” 

Senator  Morse  protested  against  the 
investment  of  a  single  American  dol¬ 
lar  in  any  improvements  in  the  Suez 
Canal  until  Nasser  reverses  himself 
with  regard  to  his  anti-Israel  discrim¬ 
inations.  He  said: 

“Mr.  President,  it  is  well  to  talk 
about  supporting  freedom,  but  the  test 
is  whether  we  will  act  in  protecting 
freedom.  The  request  by  Nasser  for 
a  Suez  Canal  loan  is  another  oppor¬ 
tunity,  in  my  opinion,  for  us  to  demon¬ 
strate  to  the  world  that  freedom  is 
not  a  cliche  with  us,  but  is  a  way  of 
life.  We  can  demonstrate,  with  re¬ 
gard  to  the  Suez  Canal,  that  we  do  not 
intend  to  support  with  American  dol¬ 
lars  a  nation  which  insists  upon  follow¬ 
ing  an  anti-Semitic  course  of  action.” 


propaganda  pressures 

Trial  By  Terror 

The  top  Mid-Eastern  spectacular  is 
Baghdad’s  daily  TV  serial — the  “Peo¬ 
ple’s  Court” — starring  Col.  Fadhil  Ab¬ 
bas  al-Mahdawi,  the  hanging,  slanging 
judge.  His  court  is  arena,  circus,  in¬ 
quisition  chamber.  The  judge  is 
avenger,  jester  and  clown.  The  plots 
lean  heavily  on  foreign  intrigue. 

At  the  moment,  the  court  is  trying 
78  persons,  21  in  absentia,  for  the  at¬ 
tempted  assassination  of  Iraq’s  Premier 
Kassem,  also  known  as  the  “sole  lead¬ 
er,”  the  “savior,”  the  “messiah,”  with 
the  “sweet,  penetrating  revolutionary 
look.” 

The  trial  has  political  and  inter¬ 
national  significance. 

On  Jan.  6,  Iraq  restored  political 
parties.  Mahdawi  has  announced  that 
he  will  enter  political  life  after  he 
leaves  the  army — some  think  as  the 
leader  of  a  new  Peoples’  Party  which 
would  travel  in  close  comradesUp  with 
the  Communists. 

If  Mahdawi  fancies  himself  as  Kas- 
sem’s  successor,  the  trials  suggest  that 
the  Near  East  is  in  for  a  period  of  con¬ 
vulsion.  For  this  courtroom  is  not 
only  the  springboard  for  Mahdawi’s 
political  ambition,  it  is  the  platform 
for  a  propaganda  war  against  all  of 
Iraq’s  neighbors. 

In  long  harangues,  Mahdawi  calls 
on  two  million  Iranians  to  rejoin 
Iraq;  the  Syrians  to  secede  from  the 
United  Arab  Republic;  the  Jordanians 
to  overthrow  the  “funny  midget  King 
Hussein,  descendant  of  treason”  and 
to  merge  with  Iraq;  the  Palestinians  to 
oust  the  Jordanians,  Egyptians  and  Is¬ 
raelis  and  create  an  independent  Arab 
Palestine;  the  UAR  army  to  revolt 
against  “the  henchman  of  American 
imperialism,  who  has  a  trunk-like  nose 
with  which  he  will  continue  to  sniff  at 
Iraq  oil,  which  belongs  to  us  and  will 
be  ours  sooner  or  later." 

Th*  Past.  Last  summer,  Kassem  was 
veering  away  from  the  Communists, 
refusing  their  demands  for  executions. 
But,  later,  he  disappointed  conserva¬ 
tives  everywhere  by  giving  his  blessing 
to  Mahdawi’s  court,  which  had  been 
bitterly  denoimced  in  Cairo  and  other 
Arab  capitals  because  of  the  judge’s 
flamboyant  and  terroristic  excesses. 

Mahdawi  completed  the  sensational 
trial  of  17  prominent  officers  and  ci¬ 
vilians  led  by  retired  Staff  Brigadier 
General  Nazim  al-Tabakjali,  accused 
of  inciting  revolt  Some  q>eculated 


that  his  court  had  passed  into  hisUny 
and  that  Iraq  might  now  adopt  a  more 
conventional  jurisprudence.  But  the 
17  were  executed  on  Sept  20.  There 
was  strong  reaction  in  Arab  capitals. 

Four  days  later,  AlShaab,  Cairo 
newspaper,  predicted: 

“The  zero  hoar  is  approaching. 
The  end  has  began  .  .  .  Can  500 
thngs  whom  Kassem  armed  to  pro¬ 
tect  him  actnally  defend  him  and 
prevent  him  from  meeting  with  his 
inevitable  fate?  The  people  will 
inevitably  triamph  and  settle  their 
accoant  with  their  ezecntioners.” 

Thirteen  days  later,  the  assassins 
made  their  unsuccessful  attempt  on 
Kassem’s  life. 

Tha  Plot.  The  trials  began  on  Dec. 
26.  The  prosecutor  told  the  court 
that  the  Iraqi  Ba’ath  party  decided  to 
assassinate  Premier  Kassem,  with  UAR 
funds,  weapons  and  blessing. 

Some  witnesses  confessed  that  the 
Ba’ath  party  planned  the  assassination 
because  they  were  in  “an  unbearable 
state  of  persecution.”  They  charged 
that  there  are  50,000  political  pris¬ 
oners  in  Iraq.  But  two  witnesses  re¬ 
pudiated  earlier  testimony  involving 
the  UAR,  claiming  that  such  confes¬ 
sions  were  “fabricated”  because  of 
torture. 

On  Jan.  4,  the  Iranian  radio  re¬ 
broadcast  a  coiutroom  appeal  attributed 
to  one  of  the  defendants: 

“Members  of  the  court,  I  have 
been  beaten  so  much  in  prison 
that  I  have  fainted  many  times. 

All  day  and  night  I  was  beaten 
with  a  bamboo  cane.  On  my  bare 
shoulder  they  rubbed  a  very  hot 
electric  iron.  They  burned  my 
body  with  hot  pokers.  I  have  not 
slept  for  three  nights  as  a  result 
of  the  tortures  inflicted  on  me. 
What  have  I  done?” 

Lawyers,  too,  have  been  intimidated. 
On  Jan.  7,  the  Arab  Lawyers  Federa¬ 
tion,  in  Damascus,  adopted  a  bitter 
resolution  protesting  against  the  arrest 
of  the  dean  of  the  Iraqi  lawyers  and 
other  attorneys  who  had  been  acting 
for  the  defense. 

On  Jan.  6,  Iranian  radio  quoted  a 
19SS  Baghdad  newspaper  story  that 
Mahdawi  had  been  sentenced  for  two 
months  by  the  military  court  fw  theft 
from  army  charcoal  stores. 

Said  Teheran: 

“Mahdawi  foully  abused  the  en¬ 
tire  Iranian  nation.  We  shall 
soon  see  the  filthy  body  of  Mah¬ 
dawi  hanging  from  tlw  gallows, 
dealt  with  by  the  zealous  people 
of  Iraq  ...  a  hoodlum  and  mari¬ 
onette,  whose  cacklings  are  not  to 
be  taken  seriously.” 

Iraq’s  voters  may  have  a  different 
end  in  store  for  ^  hanging  judge. 
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continued 

**11  appears  that  the  U^.  Department 
of  State  learned  a  lesson  from  this  and 
advised  the  International  Bank  not  to 
refuse  Cairo’s  request  despite  strcmg 
opposition  with  wUch  the  request  was 
met  in  the  United  States,”  Moscow  said. 

Five  governments  have  offered  to 
build  the  second  stage:  West  Germany, 
Italy,  Japan,  Austria  and  Great  Britain. 
”As  a  neutral  country  we  will  take  the 
offer  most  to  our  benefit,"  said  Mousa 
Arafa,  UAR  Minister  of  Public  Works. 

At  his  White  House  press  confer¬ 
ence,  on  Jan.  13,  President  Eisenhower 
said  that  the  United  States  would  try 
to  help  Egypt  in  further  stages  of  the 
Aswan  E^,  "through  this  W<x1d 
Bank.” 

And  last  week,  a  six-man  mission  of 
American  businessmen,  headed  by  Paul 
Hawk,  Directm*  of  Trade  Missions, 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  ar¬ 
rived  in  Cairo  to  promote  trade,  tour¬ 
ism  and  private  investment  in  the  UAR. 
Cairo  predicted  that  U.S.  capital  in¬ 
vestment  in  the  UAR  by  the  end  ol 
1960  would  exceed  all  other  foreign 
investments  combined,  and  would  equal 
the  $93  million  Soviet  Aswan  loan. 

Russia  has  tiered  assistance  in  Nas¬ 
ser’s  Syrian  region.  On  Dec.  24,  it 
agreed  to  do  a  preliminj^  study  for 
a  dam  on  the  Euphrates  River.  ■ 

Nasser  also  opened  Egypt’s  first  hy¬ 
droelectric  plant — now  powered  by  the 
small  dam  at  Aswan. 

The  New  York  Herald  Tribune  com¬ 
mented  on  Jan.  11: 

"President  Nasser  inaugurating 
a  life-giving  dam— is  a  figure  all 
men  can  admire  and  respect  Nas¬ 
ser  fomenting  Mrife  in  other  Arab 
lands,  egging  on  the  Algerian 
rebels  and  maintaining  a  warlike 
blockade  of  the  Suez  Canal  is  a 
figure  to  be  viewed  with  misgiviu 
a^  foreboding.  Some  day  he  win 
have  to  decide  between  the  two 
images.” 

And  on  the  same  day,  the  New  York 
Times: 

"...  He  can  hardly  play  the 
role  of  a  despot  at  Suez  and  a 
friend  of  mankind  at  Aswan  .  .  . 
The  Aswan  program  is  not  in  it¬ 
self  a  panacea.  The  prosperity 
of  Egypt  will  depend  upon  the 
prosperity  of  the  whole  Middle 
East  That  in  turn,  is  linknl 
with  a  pe^ful  settlement  of  the 
existing  disputes— especially  that 
between  Eg^t  and  Imel — a  solu¬ 
tion  of  the  Arab  refugee  problem 
and  a  scientific  development  of 
the  entire  region’s  resources.” 

CobiiMt  Shaka-Up.  The  Syrian  Ba’ath 
Socialist  party,  which  virtually  turned 
Syria  over  to  Nasser  in  19S8,  has  now 
bMn  turned  out  by  Nasser.  Resigna¬ 
tion  of  five  Ba’athist  cabinet  ministers, 
includii^  Vice-President  Akram  al- 
Hourani,  refiects  and  strengthens  Nas¬ 
ser’s  dictation  over  his  Syrian  pro¬ 
vince. 


Resignations  climaxed  a  series  oi 
confiicts: 

1.  The  cabinet  ministers  claimed 
that  Egyptian  Viceroy  Abdel  Hakim 
Amer’s  agrarian  decrees  were  contrary 
to  the  ^’athist-inspired  grain  reform 
law. 

2.  Ba’athist  leaders  resented  their 
loss  of  identity  and  the  small  r^re- 
sentation  they  secured  in  the  National 
Union,  the  only  political  party  permit¬ 
ted  in  the  UAR,  in  the  election  last 
year. 

The  Ba’ath  party,  long  the  voice  of 
pan  -  Arabism,  became  disenchanted 
with  Nasser  and  his  unification  poli¬ 
cies,  while  Nasser  has  been  dissatis¬ 
fied  with  Ba’ath’s  persistent  political 
activity. 


Iraq  Forties.  In  the  UAR  there  is  but 
one  party,  but  Iraq  will  allow  all  that 
can  qualify  under  the  new  law  e&ec- 
tive  Jan.  6,  which  permits  little  non¬ 
conformism: 


"It  must  not  be  contrary  to  the 
independence  and  national  unity, 
to  the  republican  regime,  to  the 
requirement  of  democratic  gov¬ 
ernment  It  must  not  try  to 
alienate  the  communities  or  re¬ 
ligions  of  the  various  Iraqi  sects. 
Its  purpose  must  not  be  uifimown, 
or  secret  and  disguised  behind  ap¬ 
parent  purposes.  It  must  not  be 
contn^  to  public  law  and  good 
behavior.” 


Undaunted  by  these  restrictions,  the 
National  Democratic  pa^,  the  Dem¬ 
ocratic  Party  for  Kurdistan  and  the 
Communist  party  have  filed  applica- 


For  Your  Library 


Many  readers  have  pnrchaaed 
the  NEAR  EAST  REPORT  annnaL 
Ton  can  bay  tUs  book  for  $3.00. 
Send  yoar  cheek  to  the  NEAR 
EAST  REPORT,  1737  H  Street, 
N.Wn  Washington  0,  D.  C.  The 
supply  is  limited. 

The  volame  includes  all  issues 
from  June  1.  1957,  to  May  15, 1959, 
with  an  index,  and  is  a  useful  rec¬ 
ord  of  developments  in  U.S.  Near 
East  policy  daring  a  critical  period. 


tions  for  reactivation.  The  weD-organ- 
ized  Communists  have  a  better  than 
equal  chance  in  the  coming  struggle. 

The  Manchester  Guardian  has  been 
banned  as  prejudicial  propaganda. 


Bleckodo  luster.  Rep.  Seymour  Hal- 
pem  (R-N.Y.)  has  shown  that  our 
government  can  break  a  blockade.  The 
Congressman  and  his  bride  visited  Is¬ 
rael  on  their  honeymoon  before  Con¬ 
gress  reconvened.  The  U.S.  Embassy 
informed  them  that  they  could  not 
enter  Jordan  to  visit  the  Old  City  of 
Jerusalem  because  they  are  Jews.  Rep. 
Halpem  would  not  accqjt  this  discrim¬ 
ination  against  Americans.  By  his  pro¬ 
test,  he  broke  precedent  and  toured  the 
Jordanian-held  Old  City. 


No  Yul.  ElShaab,  Jordan  daily,  wants  ^ 
to  boycott  “the  bald  star,  Yul  Brynner”  I 
aiKl  the  film  “Solomon  and  Sheba,”  in  I 
which  the  King  of  Israel  defeats  Pha-j 
roah  of  Egypt:  “This  is  a  propaganda ' 
film  for  Israel  and  therefore  the  Arabs  j 
must  boycott  it  in  their  countries  andj 
the  countries  of  their  friends.” 


In  Briof.  Saudi  Arabia’s  financial  po¬ 
sition  has  greatly  improved.  The 
kingdom’s  reserves  have  risen  and  the 
value  the  Saudi  rival  is  up  from 
6.7  riyals  to  4.5  riyau  for  the  U.S. 
dollar.  Crown  Prince  Faisal  has  dras-^ 
tically  reduced  the  court’s  sybaritiei 
spending. 


Israel  will  purchase  $30  million  in 
siuplus  foods  from  the  United  States,! 

Eaying  Israel  pounds,  which  will  then; 

s  available  tor  development  loans,  j 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  Ezra  Taft 
Benson  called  Israel  a  "dynamic  y 
country”  and  cited  Israel’s  sui 
growth,  as  he  signed  the  agreement 
The  U.S.  govenunent  will  contim 
to  operate  the  Voice  of  America’s  rela; 
station  in  Morocco,  until  the  end 
1963,  when  the  $10  million  install; 
don  and  U.S.  strategic  air  bases 
be  turned  over  to  Morocco.  In 
accord,  signed  earlier  this  month. 
United  States  guaranteed  that  no  pi 
grams  would  be  broadcast  harmful  to 
Morocco’s  diplomadc  relations  with 
other  nations.  This  is  understood  to 
mean  Morocco’s  ties  with  the  Arab 
League  and  her  support  of  the  League’i 
anti-Israel  campaign. 
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